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REMARKS 

In reply to the Office Action dated February 23, 2004, Applicant has amended the 
application as above. Claim 25 has been cancelled, without prejudice. No amendments have 
been made to Claims 1-24. Upon the entry of the amendments, Claims 1-24 are pending in this 
application. Applicant respectfully requests the entry of the amendment and reconsideration of 
the application in view of the amendments and the remarks set forth below. 

Discussion of Patentability of Pendine Claims 

Claims 1-24 have been allowed by the Examiner. Claim 25 has been rejected under 35 
U.S.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated by Kurzweil (U.S. Patent No. 6,033,224). In order to 
expedite the prosecution of the application, Applicant has cancelled Claim 25. However, 
Applicant reserves the right to argue patentability of Claim 25 at a later date. In addition, 
Applicant believes that the Examiner is mistaken in the basis of the rejection as all elements of 
the claim are admittedly not focused in Kurzweil. Furthermore, if the Examiner were to argue 
that the claim is non statutory, M.P.E.P. §2106, et seq. and In Re Beauregard would render such 
argument inapposite. 

Discussion of Information Disclosure Statement 

Applicant has noticed that the Examiner has not provided an initialed PTO-1449 form for 
the four (4) references submitted on October 10, 2003 as an information disclosure statement 
(IDS). Applicant encloses a copy of the PTO-1449 form as filed as a courtesy copy. The IDS 
references were concurrently filed with this application. Thus, Applicant respectfully requests 
that the Examiner consider the IDS references in this application and provide an initialed PTO-1449 
form in the next Action. 

Discussion of Priority Under 35 U.S.C. § 119(aV(d) 

Applicant has noticed that the Office Action does not acknowledge a foreign priority 
claim under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d). However, Applicant made a claim to foreign priority in the 
declaration filed October 10, 2003. Applicant also notes that the filing receipt mailed January 12, 
2004, confirms the foreign priority claim. Applicant has filed herewith certified copies of the 
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priority documents. Thus, Applicant respectfully requests that the next Office Action 
acknowledge the foreign priority claim. 
Discussion of Priority Under 35 U.S.C. $ 120 

Applicant has noticed that the Office Action does not acknowledge a domestic priority 
claim under 35 U.S.C. § 120. However, Applicant claimed the domestic priority in the 
specification and the transmittal as filed on October 10, 2003. Thus, Applicant respectfully 
requests that the next Office Action acknowledge the domestic priority claim. 

Response to Examinees Comments 

Applicant wishes to respond to the comments on the claims made on pages 2-3 of the 

Action. Each claim is distinguished from the prior art in view of the entirety of its verbiage and 
not any particular language as, for example, has been noted by the Examiner. 

CONCLUSION 

In view of Applicant's cancellation of rejected Claim 25, it is respectfully submitted that 
the present application is in condition for allowance. Should the Examiner have any remaining 
concerns which might prevent the prompt allowance of the application, the Examiner is 
respectfully invited to contact the undersigned at the telephone number appearing below. 



Respectfully submits 




KNOBBE, MART 2NS, OLSON & BEAR, LLP 




By: ^— ^/ 

John M. Carson 
Registration No. 34,303 
Attorney of Record 
Customer No. 20,995 
(619) 235-8550 
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